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In 1807 Beers' described a condition which was later named blepharochalasis (Gk=eyelid slackening) by Fuchs.2 The condition consists of recurrent attacks of oedema of the eyelids and in chronic conditions the skin becomes reddish, thin, and redundant. Periorbital sequelae include ptosis, pseudoepicanthic fold with underlying nasal fat pad atrophy, blepharophimosis, proptosis, lower lid malpositions, lacrimal gland prolapse, and cysts. The peak age of onset is in the teens and twenties with no sex predominance. The Case report A 37-year-old man presented with a history of episodes of swelling of the lateral half of the left upper and lower eyelids which had started in his late teens and recurred initially every 2-3 months but more recently less frequently. The swelling was most prominent in the lateral half of the eyelids, lasted up to 24 hours, and was generally accompanied by a red discoloration of the lateral conjunctiva. The episodes were frequently associated with an upper respiratory tract infec- On examination during a quiet phase, the right eye showed no abnormality. The skin overlying the left lateral canthus had a reddish discoloration and was thin, telangiectatic, and redundant in the lateral aspect of the upper and lower eyelids (Fig 1) . There Figure 2 showed a preoperative appearance of the patient and Figure 1 a postoperative picture.
The authors (Abiose et al) wish to make a correction to their blindness data' presented in the paper that appeared in the January issue of the journal (1994; 78: 8-13) . Since the manual analysis of visual field data set, which resulted in their presentation of data on those blind by virtue of visual field constriction, they have now entered the Friedmann field data onto microcomputer.
After data checking and a repeat analysis they have found 14 individuals who had been incorrectly classified as blind since they had seen one or more Friedmann test points at 100 or more in the better eye.
Although these corrections do not change substantially the pattern and prevalence figure, they do alter to an important degree the visual field constriction data. In view of the rarity of data on this topic the authors feel that it is important to correct their report. They originally reported 42 individuals to be blind by visual field constriction (a prevalence of 0 6%). The correct figure for blindness by visual field constriction is now 28 individuals (0 4% 
